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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This Office Action is in response to the amendment filed 20 May 2005. 

2. Claims 1 and 1 1 were amended. 

3. Claims 1-22 are pending in this Office Action, 

Response to Amendment 

4. Applicant's amendments and arguments with respect to claims 1-22 filed on 20 May 
2005 have been fully considered but they are deemed to be moot in view of the new grounds 
of rejection. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

5. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all obviousness 
rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

6. Claims 1-22 are rejected under 35 U.S.C 103(a) as being unpatentable over Achacoso et 
al. (U.S. 6,161,149) and further in view of Ozzie et al. (U.S. 6,640,241). 

Achacoso teaches the invention substantially as claimed including a system for 
communicating information among members of a discussion group using a central agent. The 
central agent receives and stores messages, causing discussions to be maintained. 
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7. With respect to claim 1, Achacoso teaches a collaboration system, that supports 
conversations between participants over multiple business protocols comprising: 

A collaboration hub hosting a central collaboration hub (Achacoso, col. 8, lines 35-37) 
hosting a plurality of collaboration spaces and capable of receiving and sending messages 
between participants as part of a conversation between the participants, where a conversation 
is a collective set of the messages, and where each of the collaboration spaces stores the set 
of messages for a particular conversation (Achacoso, col. 6, line 61 - col. 7, line 20) and 
where each combination of collaboration space and business protocol is associated with a 
uniform resource locator that allows a participant using a particular business protocol to 
access a collaboration space using the uniform resource locator associated with that 
combination (Achacoso, col. 6, lines 47-50); and a messaging protocol that allows the 
collaboration hub to determine the status of a conversation and its participants (Achacoso, 
col. 6, lines 51-55), 

Achacoso does not exphcitly teach the use of specific business protocols. 

However, Ozzie teaches a set of messages that may be accessed by the participants using 
any of a plurality of business protocols (Ozzie, col. 9, lines 14-19), and a messaging protocol 
where the messaging protocol provides an ability to specify the business protocol for a given 
conversation (Ozzie, col. 14, line 63 - col. 15, line 2). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to modify Achacoso in view of Ozzie in order to enable the use of specific 
business protocols. One would be motivated to do so in order to facilitate and enhance 
communication between businesses. 
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8. With respect to claim 2, Ozzie teaches the invention described in claim 1, including the 
message routing mechanism where routing criteria for a message are specified by the 
message protocol (Ozzie, col. 16, lines 36-40). 

9. With respect to claim 3, Ozzie teaches the invention described in claim 2, including the 
message routing mechanism where the routing criteria is specified in a message overhead 
(Ozzie, col. 18, lines 19-31). 

10. With respect to claim 4, Ozzie teaches the invention described in claim 3, including the 
message routing mechanism where the collaboration hub includes a repository of participant 
and conversation information which can be matched against a message overhead to 
determine the routing for a message (Ozzie, col. 18, lines 19-3 1). 

11. With respect to claim 5, Ozzie teaches the invention described in claim 4, including the 
message routing mechanism of claim 4 further comprising a message router for routing a 
message depending on the content of the message overhead and the content of the repository 
(Ozzie, col. 18, lines 19-31). 



12, With respect to claim 6, Ozzie teaches the invention described in claim 4, including the 
message routing mechanism further comprising a message filter for filtering a message 
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depending on the content of the message overhead and the content of the repository (Ozzie, 
col. 16, lines 44-55). 

13. With respect to claim 7, Ozzie teaches the invention described in claim 1, including the 
message routing mechanism further comprising a messaging bridge for transferring messages 
from a first collaboration space to a second collaboration space (Ozzie, col. 20, lines 38-43). 

14. With respect to claim 8, Ozzie teaches the invention described in claim 1, including the 
message routing mechanism further comprising a messaging gateway for transferring 
messages from a collaboration space to a business messaging system (Ozzie, col. 18, Unes 
38-58). 

15. With respect to claim 9, Ozzie teaches the invention described in claim 8, including the 
message routing mechanism where the business messaging system is any of an XML, CSML, 
Ariba NET or equivalent messaging system (Ozzie, col. 9, lines 14-19). 

16. With respect to claim 10, Ozzie discloses the message routing mechanism further 
comprising a messaging proxy for transferring messages to a messaging device (Ozzie, col. 
21, lines 35-40). 
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17. With respect to claim 11, Achacoso teaches a method for routing messages between 
participants in a collaboration system involving multiple business protocols, comprising the 
steps of: 

Hosting a plurality of collaboration spaces at a central collaboration hub (Achacoso, col. 
8, lines 35-37), capable of receiving and sending messages between participants, as part of a 
conversation between the participants, where a conversation is a collective set of the 
messages, and where each of the collaboration spaces stores the set of messages for a 
particular conversation (Achacoso, col. 6, line 61 - col. 7, line 20), and where each 
combination of collaboration space and business protocol is associated with a uniform 
resource locator that allows a participant using a particular business protocol to access a 
collaboration space using the uniform resource locator associated with that combination 
(Achacoso, col. 6, lines 47-50); and sending messages within the collaboration space using a 
messaging protocol that allows the collaboration hub to determine the status of a 
conversation and its participants (Achacoso, col. 6, lines 51-55). 

Achacoso does not exphcitly teach the use of specific business protocols. 

However, Ozzie teaches a set of messages that may be accessed by the participants using 
any of a plurality of business protocols (Ozzie, col. 9, lines 14-19), and a messaging protocol 
where the messaging protocol provides an ability to specify the business protocol for a given 
conversation (Ozzie, col. 14, line 63 - col. 15, line 2). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to modify Achacoso in view of Ozzie in order to enable the use of specific 
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business protocols. One would be motivated to do so in order to facilitate and enhance 
communication between businesses. 

18. With respect to claim 12, Ozzie teaches the invention described in claim 11, including 
specifying the routing criteria for a message by the message protocol (Ozzie, col. 16, lines 
36-40). 

19. With respect to claim 13, Ozzie teaches the invention described in claim 12, including 
specifying the routing criteria in the message overhead (Ozzie, col. 18, lines 19-31). 

20. With respect to claim 14, Ozzie teaches the invention described in claim 13, including 
storing a repository of participant and conversation information which can be matched 
against a message overhead to determining routing for a message (Ozzie, col. 18, lines 19- 
31). 

21. With respect to claim 15, Ozzie teaches the invention described in claim 14, including 
further comprising routing a message depending on the content of the message overhead and 
the content of the repository (Ozzie, col. 18, lines 19-31). 

22. With respect to claim 16, Ozzie teaches the invention described in claim 14, including 
further comprising filtering a message depending on the contact of the message overhead and 
the content of the repository (Ozzie, col. 16, lines 44-55). 
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23. With respect to claim 17, Ozzie teaches the invention described in claim 11, including 
further comprising: sending a message via a messaging bridge from a first collaboration 
space to a second collaboration space (Ozzie, col. 20, lines 38-43). 



24. With respect to claim 18, Ozzie teaches the invention described in claim 11, including 
further comprising: sending a message via a messaging gateway from a collaboration space 
to a business messaging system (Ozzie, col 18, lines 38-58). 



25. With respect to claim 19, Ozzie teaches the invention described in claim 18, including the 
where the business messaging system is any of an XML, CSML, Ariba NET or equivalent 
messaging system (Ozzie, col. 9, lines 14-19). 



26. With respect to claim 20, Ozzie teaches the invention described in claim 11, including 
further comprising: sending a message via a messaging proxy from a collaboration space 
(Ozzie, col. 21, lines 35-40). 



27. With respect to claim 21, Ozzie teaches the invention described in claim 1, including the 
message routing mechanism including a message router that routes a message (Ozzie, col. 18, 
lines 19-31) and a message filter that filters a message (Ozzie, col. 16, lines 44-55). 
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28. With respect to claim 22, Ozzie discloses the invention described in claim 11, including 
the method including the steps of routing (Ozzie, col. 18, lines 19-31) and filtering a message 
(Ozzie, col. 16, lines 44-55). 



Response to Arguments 

29. Applicant's arguments filed 20 May 2005 have been fully considered, but they are not 
persuasive for the reasons set forth below. 

30. Applicant Argues: Applicant states "Applicant respectfully submits that the 
communication process described in Ozzie appears to be a peer-to-peer communication, 
wherein each peer has a communication manager. However, in the embodiment defined by 
Claim 1, as currently amended, the communication between participants occurs over a central 
hub." 

In Response: The examiner respectfully submits that Applicant's arguments with respect 
to claim 1 have been considered but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

3 1 . Applicant Argues: Applicant states "Ozzie does not appear to disclose or suggest any 
messaging protocol that provides an ability to specify the business protocol for a given 
conversation." 
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In Response: The examiner respectfully submits that Ozzie teaches a delta that contains 
commands that are identified to a specific engine (messaging protocol that specifies the 
business protocol), and when the enqueued delta is processed by the dynamics manager, the 
dynamics manager directs the delta's execution by the appropriate engine (See Ozzie, Fig. 5, 
elements 504 and 544; col 14, line 63 - col. 15, line 2). 

32, Applicant Argues: Applicant states "Ozzie does not appear to disclose or suggest the use 
of collaboration spaces, or a means to support conversations using multiple business 
protocols." 



In Response: The examiner respectfully submits that Applicant's arguments with respect 
to claim 1 with respect to the use of collaboration spaces have been considered but are moot 
in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. Additionally, the recitation "supporting" 
conversations using multiple business protocols" has not been given patentable weight 
because the recitation occurs in the preamble. A preamble is generally not accorded any 
patentable weight where it merely recites the purpose of a process or the intended use of a 
structure, and where the body of the claim does not depend on the preamble for completeness 
but, instead, the process steps or structural limitations are able to stand alone. See In re 
Hirao, 535 F.2d 67, 190 USPQ 15 (CCPA 1976) and Kropa v. Robie, 187 F.2d 150, 152, 88 
USPQ 478, 481 (CCPA 1951). 
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Conclusion 

Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in this Office 
action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL, Applicant is reminded of the 
extension of time policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 .136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE MONTHS from 
the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO MONTHS of the 
mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after the end of the 
THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period will expire on 
the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be 
calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory 
period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the examiner 
should be directed to AHcia Baturay whose telephone number is (571) 272-3981. The examiner 
can normally be reached at 7:30am - 5pm, Monday - Thursday, and every other Friday. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's supervisor, Saleh 
Najjar can be reached on (571) 272-4006. The fax phone number for the organization where this 
application or proceeding is assigned is (703) 872-9306. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent Application 
Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for pubhshed applications may be 
obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 

Alicia Baturay 
July 26, 2005 
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